Several other examples of outcome reporting bias, citation bias, and spin were provided. One of the common spin techniques, which we find in nursing publications occasionally, is to discuss the results as trends. In other words, something that was not significant is presented in a manner as to help readers think of the results as "almost there." (This has often been referred to as massaging the data.) When articles such as these are then cited subsequently, the potential problem of misrepresentation spreads.
When we are biased toward original research, we fail to test the prior original studies upon which many subsequent researchers base their work. When editors ask for details about the steps in the processes leading to a study's conclusion, we are attempting to provide sufficient information to readers who may wish to test the study by replicating it. When we publish studies with no significant findings or negative results, we are serving the broader community in an attempt to help all of us produce the best science possible.
A commitment to advancing science should allow for replication studies, publication of insignificant findings, and publication of findings that didn't support the hypotheses. In essence, publishing unremarkable results must be remarkable.
